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A Comparative Study on English-Chinese Machine Transliteration
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Abstract With the aim to study the two main methods on machine transliteration: traditional statistical method
and the current prevalent deep neural network method, the authors carry out the comparative study on them with
two typical systems per method The experiments show that traditional statistical method and deep neural network
method perform comparatively regarding evaluation metrics, while manifest difference on individual transliteration
result. A system combination method is proposed to balance the strengths of all systems. Experimental results show
that system combination significantly improves the transliteration quality over single system.
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2 TR A MG I R GER G Tk, RS T ik
B 5 AT RS, R AR T 7L RRPERE
1 ZitHEFIERE

GETTHLAS B B 7 1k R 38 o XA T PR R
(E, CYHEAT ST 3 B, MG iRy, Hp E
FORIFIE T o RE, C Fom B xR i AH N 1Y) 126
Bl MRIEGITRR AR, FEAR 4 DU
TIRYRR TR XA YR (5 TE A7 (Joint Source Chanel Mo-
del, JSCM)!VF I 75 {75 38 45 5 (Noise-Chanel Model,
NCM)¥,

1.1 B &IR{EERE (Joint Source Chanel
Model)
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EFl CH N kAT E 35T, Flan“SMITH A
“ R EUERCR LR 3 N T PR G <S, B>,
<MI, #>F<TH, #7r>. BCIBCAHERTE DR BRI
WRHTHE T, & 5 B3 o0 iy 45 70 BE 32 LA
n—=1 DFE R EITH S A (F & PR IC I 43 il 7 1k
FAE 1.3 WA 4. N-gram F & IG5 AL
A SRILM T H AP, H04is - /il Kneser-
Ney V¥ ik, 76 & il fvh, JAT0E %
T beam search [P 1% fif it (lattice-decoding) 2K A5 il
n-best 5 P45 DI
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RIS E R R G UL N A, FER
1938 PR S 45 R R Y 2R i B R A i 4 o PRt
FRENLES & L B b SRR M & E T i i R,
LU UM AE - PR “SMITH] 52 %5 v, S840 R & BT
WRes s, M. “THH. Uk 5 MENR
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Fig. 1 Transliteration alignment example
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KA ACE B M 2 M 48 (LSTM. RNN), B Je 4 4
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I3 k-best B, IEBCH— AL R SR X P
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SO LI R, O R 26 T LA A TSP Y
ayH, (HOR TR B PR SF AT AR AL B
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TEAN 22 W 25 Bl TR IF 9T v, 2 ) — i 1) 245 4
(Encoding-Decoding)#% )1z R o Bl %5 v & I L]
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BT FATENLE S TS L WA TSN
B B gt - a5 44, Wik 2(b)Fis .
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Fig. 2 Neural network transliteration systems
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FIHLHT(CRD B A 5 24 17720 5 A I A A
WA ICR), PARAT Hbr 5 I 0 50 % 55 (soft
alignment), HHi i ¢, /2 B brdi 5 5 5 0 512X 5%,
5 Btwi b2 s, A8 B 2 A1 2 ph 28 I 2%,
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TR T HURR AR ik 78 g W i 3345 10 Aok
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ZARGRIGINTEZ S PLHI AL, & AL H X W RNN
e v AT gAY, T Agreement ¥ XL [n] RNN J&
1 H s i AT 5

3 ZRGmE

FA T IR 1 M 4% (Confusion Network)¥f it
4RGSR TS, Rgm AR
. 1) FTEH(Backbone Selection): MFAFA R4t
B B R P R — A B, T e ARl A
REYFAFMUT o 2) & P4t et 55 i T7EE
TR A 72 G0 00 VR A @ A5 X 55 . 3) TR
WG R A AR 2 A0 Al 0 PR R S 1 3
Bl A EIRVE N 45 . 4) TRVE 25 i TEIRVE M 45
SRS AR . 7R LR 4 N B,
ENGIESEERE Rk R N IR = B2 i V) 5 2
WANE], AR5 2 2 08 g v 5% e 2Pk AR .
FAVHEH AT 4 sl 5552, 478 B4
FEXE5F

1) GIZA++: i fy IBM #i T [12815 H Y
HMM A58 3145 3 R T 2 580 v Ta) Y
FAERE T o W AR BT A A B BT AT R
(& RGN E R ), DAL GIZA++ I ESR,
) AR 20— A A% 55

2) TER™: BB EAS IR A, F T 00 3 355 1 45
SR AR (E R G mh A R P R ) B i 04 520 4
WL RL WL RAIEmA L MER . B
WIER o E LN TR {15 g i 2D TR B /D B AR
7, Hila] H e — X — i E 5%

3) CLAM: R 5e i 550 1k o 38 FH U3k ik,
R E TS R G0 & P 1 1R] B f e A DG FE Y 5
FEXTFF o CLA 1 FU Hh— X — IR X 5% .

4) THMM!™: JAE B 32 f 0 AR RL R AR A, A58

SR A FVRIE SR BRI IRAS Y, R E AR TR X
FHIEE . HIHH BTN 45 . THMM 45 i 2 X — /5
FER 55 o

4 LI
4.1 BN

AR H A B ALY (AP EN 4 PR )
(Chinese Transliteration of Foreign Personal Names)
FE R Pl i A I SR At is bl . i) U 4R
T O T AN ELN 44 30T S AR IE, f14E 37694
AN S B S 4 B AR R B T DU R, H
AN () ) B S 44 T RE S N ] — AN U0 44,
“DENNIN”HI“DENNING” ¥ % i <P} 777, 3 e H 5
4R HIEIBEER . RIEEK . WY ERER . 18
HER . FATEEE . ik E R AME T E
Ko ARSCHEHDEH RPN AME 55 L ik 4758
5, 21 HREERR TGS S .

4.2 FENIEER

PLas S BT 4 DS PEI e bR e TR, X B
MR G n-best iy A, FoATIESE 10-best 45 5 ik
FrVTl . S v 1) 1k 44 AT RE 23 A 24 IER Y B An
itk 44 o 22 IEA H bR 4 7EFRATHY P ok R [R] 55
2, WES B R4 e — DR TSR IA R I
i, RGN n-best % i 55— UL HC IE A2 22 10 5%
HAEFE R — N IER 4 H .

HFAELER . L5 (n-best 455 & 4
0L, AV LU 4 FEEmHE4R"Y .

1) TOP-1 #EH R (ACC): 1 1 fifrial 4 i 2%, ]
TIFEI & 3 n-best 5 4 v 55 — /> 45 2 19 E 1 2
ACC=1 ORI A 4 H 5 — > & 345 R 0,
ACC=0 MRS R

2) ¥ F{H(Mean F): FHTIFIE P n-best 45
R —DER SRR A ZR XA, Eid &
Z A BRI T A, Mean F=1 AR
A — 25 A RE VT EL & %8, Mean F=0 fU3R T

®1 HFiEHIE

Table 1 Transliteration data

bk H b Yk FREK  IHREK
Y g 37 2.8 1.0
g Yk 28 2.7 22

O M A A Sk [ NEWS 2015: http://www.colips.org/workshop/news2015/index.html
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AN R G R G ZEA AT

3) “F¥H H Y (Mean Reciprocal Rank, MRR):
TIPS R EM S . MRR @R 1,
RFEFPELE R n-best WY = 1 55 H Bk 30T 1E 76
SR

= AR o
4) i K5 5 (MAP,): HI TIP3 n-best 45
RIPIEFERNE .

43 ZHEE

ARG LA & PRk T A R R 5, &
TS BE T R S PR 5 TR, R e
FRFHA X AR5 L2427 GIZA++., FEREG
U5 A TE A RS R 75 5 A ) N-gram 55 AU 3§
S #9481 SRILM T H A B, 15 /4~ 55 50 4 iy 4 20-
best 45 4 H TP & TR

P2 IR 8 AL A5 5 1T 74, Agreement R 4tk H
Agtarbidir T. H.f1", Attention % %K F Block T.H
f12, PE LT 100 epochs I Zrid 72, FrE Y
W Zrad AR E— > Tesla K40m GPU L5/, B
TEJE A H FRim A RNN 48 500 4E 4 A i) 42,
minibatch R /INR 16, beam search F 55 B H 12,
FIF n-best it . fii J AdaDelta %% 2] 1T 2%
X, BEEERY clipping threshold ¥4 1, dropout rate %
406, Wi RGETE 5 A H bR vocabulary size
¥ R 500, KB EE 20 & X ASAE A U 4R EL
Y5 o BRI Z A8, Agreement F Gufili FH £/ #h 45 X 4%
Fl& 7%, 1E3ETT beam search B, X4 H Fr v
) P HEE 23 01 7 SR A 2R AR (B e I 2% LA
FHIFE AL ) AT R, 2 5 $8 AR RNN #
(N AER NI
44 KBHERSHH
44.1 H-NFF

A SCERVT ) 4 > R 5000 138 I 1 1F 0 45 28 4n
%2 iR, Hob JSCM Al NCM R G HLas 5 28 07
7%, Agreement il Attention At 22 W 28 AL 25 8
Bio R 2ATLIE W, GeitHlas i iy i fpp 2
LA S BT AU AT Y S B . BRI 4R
Fr ACC Fll MAP,; 1fii 7, JSCM AL BESRCAE; SEPEANY
¥845 Mean F Hl MRR i 5, Agreement J5 B9 5
SR PERE o

BT G i — ff 1 1) i 22 X 28 ML 1R R ST

@D https:/github.com/lemaoliu/Agtarbidir
@ https:/github.com/mila-udem/blocks

R2 BNERGEHE-XFFEHHATENER
Table 2 English-Chinese transliteration evaluations
on all systems

ARG ACC Mean F MRR MAP,¢
JscM 0.3194 0.6588 0.3973 0.3089
NCM 0.3144 0.6598 0.3906 0.2985
Agreement 0.3165 0.6643 0.4130 0.3086
Attention 0.2539 0.6177 0.3339 0.2408

HRRE S 5 i WL an R R G A Y PERE, Agree-
ment 77 7% i % I T Attention /7%, Agreement 7E
FR A B B AT M 22 2 A RN A 380 22 B XL 1) g, -
1t beam search i 2 i - $R X ) (Y — Bk, Tk 1
5 58 1Y) G B — i i 2R 8 2 7 A B A e R T ER, T
JE AR R, DT 5 | B A R 2 SR R A SR A
RAY BN . SE5 N, Agreement 2R 4¢ 0] LA S
JFRE YRR IR . Attention REERARTIA T A
BB XS S DI RE AT R AL, JFEAE LA BE
145 1B W3 s ah ', BfEpLER S 3T 45 b, H
PEBE W LT AN B & X S RE R Agreement R
4t, ULPHTERRZE 28 ML & B AT 55 h i BT 5 A fil
HIEARBRIR T R G MERE . FEGTHHLES & 34 55 1,
BN S A R U s A RbE, nER 3 R .

FEXPIRNGE T LA SR G, AT T4
D7 T SE B8R 1) N-gram 58 R 5200 2) 3%
PEXEFF T BB, 2 3 21 H XX A T e TS
[YiOEE

B N-gram BRI B RO S, T &8s 1
RS, FrIRATIGL T 2-gram fl 3-gram.
JSCM F1 NCM F 4t #5280 AH Rl A9 % SR, 2-gram 1)
PERE W E LT 3-gram. L& X057 LRI, FA
fE NCM R4 EL TP A 55 TH: BT E R
FF e 57 T HPR GIZA++X % T H. T
PR R — R py AR, At AR e B
PEXS ¢ LA H A r B xf 5%, M GIZA++ 4 2 iF
I m R 5F, X T RSN &R
FIXT 55 o SEI0 45 A R & B 5F T RMRCR LT
GIZA++ YRR, A SO R & i 5F TR 5%
PRI A .

3, BRATREEA JISCM i T
fFIERIA NCM, 2RI % F g 452 Ry s s — H A
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F 3 FHIHHBFFEF AL N-gram FXF 5755 LR LR

Table 3 Comparisons on N-grams and alignment methods between statistical machine transliteration systems

ARG XI5 TE: N-gram ACC Mean F MRR MAP, ¢
2-gram 0.3194 0.6588 0.3973 0.3089
JSCM ERzo0b
3-gram 0.3125 0.6587 0.3969 0.3044
2-gram 0.3144 0.6598 0.3906 0.2985
TREXT I
3-gram 0.3035 0.6537 0.3801 0.2880
N o m oo
2-gram 03115 0.6589 0.3896 0.2962
GIZA++5%5%
3-gram 0.3009 0.6541 0.3763 0.2860

Ui B Y N-gram #5280 57 Sl 7 4%

4 NFEGi, ISCM, NCM Fl Agreement [ 14 fig
FeARIE BT, T Attention 4V RE W 35 1K T HoAt
R8 . X TYERER R IEL N 3 RS, BERE M
PERIEIZS R, A3 ARG AT, *
4 A AR GEH) TOP-1 45 5%, 5145 45 v Y
ACC FXF N, IZIRVEH T 4 A R G 8) P P A —
HH R,

MR 4 0T E H, 4 A RGN 5o — 30 2
JSCM il NCM, PiE ¥ hgeitilas &t ik, JFH
PR TH A SRR R . BRI RS
h—8, HEARE AR 0.7232, MHXTEAR, #
A RGN ISR AN —B SR, 44
R Z A A —FH & NCM 5 Attention, A
0.5089 45 & — iy, FLIEH T Attention (1)
PERELL A 3 D RGEH I WAL, A4S ik
Y Agreement Fll Attention R4 —H M, SHH
B3 I7 ¥ ISCM I NCM & 48 19— St #R AR .

F 4 RS E WA — B0 EEFE N 0.5089 &
0.7232 AN5F, H—FPER 3 Sk AR, R4
MRGHA A SIS, HILTUERS S R4 0HH
Aw—AHLE, ARG B AR, TR
W W28 10 R GE RS 7 T8 5 B P Re 4SS an 2k 5
N, ATDEBIRGEMGITE R ERS THRREN G
PR, H T GIZA++X FIRA TR 8 w0

%4 ACCREEMR
Table 4 Confusion matrix on ACC

Y NCM Agreement Attention
JSCM 0.7232 0.6517 0.5357
NCM 0.6011 0.5089
Agreement 0.5763
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R5 REMAER

Table 5 System combination results

XF5 7520 ACC Mean F MRR MAP,;

GIZA++  0.3306 0.6693 0.4191 0.3146

TER 0.3217 0.6643 0.4103 0.3103

CLA 0.3210 0.6619 0.4069 0.3093

HMM 0.3269 0.6665 0.4159 0.3109
ROR Bt

J T EHH B R G2 e, AT R GEAED
REMN— DR B(E 6 Motk #) B i R
FIF 3% 6, HerP Gt 77 ik (JSCM Fl NCM)#R L5 47
X5 R LA, TR 28 X 2% B 1R T 1 (Agreement
F1 Attention) f: SK AN DA 15 % 55 S 244, {HH: end-
to-end MY & IRAE A REAR I & 17 AT E R . B
HEZWILEFEE M S, Attention J7 ik A% VT it 2
B
442 N-EEFF

2T HNAED - AL 5 B &I R M
RE. FTLVEH, Seitblas s ek ISCM itERe
W4 F NCM, #h LA E55 ikH Agreement
ik R E T Attention Bk, [FIHLER & I 7E 9L
AR EryRIARL, -S4 5 JISCM A1 Ag-
reement Y PEBERCRARIE, RIS I ik Ml & ™
287 ] USRS AT ) 5 P o

DL AT 55 2 95 - DU PR AT 55 B9 2 1) 1 2%
(back transliteration){F:55, & HHIE a4 55 RIME
XFHLER 7 FIZR 2 AT, I-3AE 55 RIS T k-
WAES, MmiZe 7 F A Mean F 5 T3 2 ) Mean
Fo 3XJ/&M T Mean F 20l & & R4 R 54 R 200
AT, TS IEAE Y H bR, HERAS S SR
R4 5 5B T R IR
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B A SEDUHLER H IR RGN AT R

R6 T-INFIEFEZLH
Table 6 English-Chinese transliteration example results

L e S JSCM NCM Agreement Attention
AALTONEN BI/RICT BI/RICT Bl JR T8 B JRAE T WIRFLT
ABANO BT (L BT (L By L By L Fiy L
ABRA By iz [SE(FE s [EERs Bl iz B &(ENA
ACHILLE By 7 3 BT EEF) By ] iy 25 ] P /R
ADINA i3t 29 i3t 29 iRy (P (P
ADJANI BIET e Bl JE P Je FiTF Jg Faf ikt FiY JE

RT BTRGEHX-EFEFERHAITNER
Table 7 Chinese-English transliteration evaluations
on all systems

EX ACC Mean F MRR MAP,¢
JSCM 0.2161 0.7210 0.2937 0.2093
NCM 0.2041 0.7172 0.2909 0.1996
Agreement 0.2139 0.7292 0.3026 0.2119
Attention 0.1567 0.6679 0.2403 0.1593

5 TitERE

Attention Fll Agreement J5 7% #B 24T %] Encoder-
Decoder [ Ji i 42 R4 FE A< ) b BB Um0 B A e 1
PEH 0y, =3 AN IR A1 B2 R 5 0k A Bl S Atten-
tion J7 VA A 1A IR s 14 ) - G B8 8 — 1 K 1Y 1]
e (A SR K ) R e R G A B — A K A 1]
2318 A ) A B A BTE K 1 st k), T2
W V8 o ] 1 (AR B A A TE A R s e b, KA HfE
BORZ3 0k, Agreement J7 7% 2 itk H b iy it A5 119
FERAL R 0] () R, B R DA I A A% i k™
), A X e S I AE X ) th 5448 Agreement, ]
Dol 555 5 1R AT 4 ) R

TS SRR, DS PR IR 7 R
FUERE LA S e M2 1F, Agreement J7 238 1
XU I il B I T He— B I B PR A R, B e LA IR
R IEHE 1R . B2, Agreement J7 ¥ i8 B N FH 2]
MT (T4, EEEF R MT BEIEEK, #iRtg
18 A ] i e TR B — B A5 R

Attention 77 VA 7E MT AE: 55 1 A3 BUEI A RN, (H
AR T FERORATI AR 10 2 U5 IS TR S 1) X 5% 1
H( GIZA++5), 7ED S MT 1£:55 b, X5 asix
% AER [ LA 45 R 54 %t 30, Attention J7 575 )5
& geim Xt 5% T 5 24 A~ 5 U7 fE ML & PR 1E 55 |,

Attention J7 K I & X Fr L2y B 58 TR TSN
X5 TH, i A AR A S TP AR
il Attention J7 75 AR AN H At Jy v BRAR

DL b PR AR A 28 W 2 5 1k o AN [] 1) £ B2 e R
AIPERBIR ), AR AR B T AR, A LRI A
A T 454, BITE Attention AL L 51 A XL ja] f#
i, I FR—BPER LR, PRSP &
PEAAILAS BRI M BE

6 4%iE

AT AR TG LS S R T N T
P28 28 AL &% & T IR AT X LU o . BE TSt
() 5 1 i ft T PR D BB RERY Sy SR B G R T AR
RUFIIE PS5 AR, — 35 FoAR AR 1 D)2 43 3l 6
PRI AR R AR R A T AR R T 22 I 5%
() 7735 v -t ol 9 e L TR ASE AR o S31) 2 s i AL )
LSTM Pr ¥ (Agreement) it 28 % 2% il 14 7 77 (Atten-
tion) il 28 W 4%, — 3% # 3 F g 65 — i A% (Encoder-
Decoder) HE 22, == % [X 1] J& X 0] i i 38 2 B[] Z
fih, MR Attention J7 BEAEAL A BHIFEAT 55 b UG A
Iy, BAENLES F BT 55 b5 A J7 A0 e H U i
KA TERE . Agreement J7 % 5 A SCrh i B B A~ 1%
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